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ANSWER~

216-377-3030
(Facsimile Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description ofthe network interconnection capabilitY. function. system. element.
or feature, or combination requested (use additional sheets ofpaper to describe the
requested service, ifnecessary):

Peter H. White
(Contact Person)

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR1't'I - #2 Interim Solution

1) Requested By

leG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

216-377-3040
(phone Number)

ICG wishes to purchase a modified product/service. EssentiallY, lCG wishes to
access an unbundled loop at the Network Interface Device (IINID") at the premises served
by the loop and use the wire pair connecting Liat building NID to the NlD in the
telephone closest on the floor whcrethe customer is located. This would allow ICG to
access building inside wire pairs in order to serve ICO customers in the building by
connecting the customers to lCG electronics in the building. This product/service would
only be applica.ble in multi tenant. multi customer buildings where Ameritech has placed
the NID on numerous floors and assens that it has the legal right to control access to the
building riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and
therefor, the NID to NID connection is not required.

5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125
(Address)

1'2/5/97 .
(Date ofRequest)



A:.'lSWER:

ANSWER:

ANSWER:

2

See anached.

............... -, ......... -- ..;

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
elements? If so, please explain the modification or combInation and describe the existing
services or elemenr(s) or indicate its name.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name ofthe service or network element

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM -- #2 Interim Solution

leG undersmnds that Ameritech \-'iews this as a modification of the standard
unbundled loop which originates at the LSD (Local Service Office) Main Distribution
Frame and terminates at the NID nearest the customer location; and that this new
product/service will create an Unbundled loop that is accessed at three points rather than
the standard two. While leG disagrees with Ameritech's position, it is willing to proceed
on an interim basis as a means ofobtaining access to its customers.

ANS'WER~

5) Is there anything custom or special about the manner that you would like this
feature, function or combination to operate?

Since Arncritech clUms ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tcn~'1t,

multi Story buildings, there is no other company that provides this service. Some
situations could be satisfi:d by leG placing their own cable between floors.

reG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech claims
ownership a.nd control of the riser cabl~.

6) If possIble, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
request to operate and interact with the network.

1:5414
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

i) Please describe the expected location life, ifappIicable, of this capability (Le.,
period of time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is an interim solution with an indefm.itc location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant. multi story buildings. this
product will be frequently required. Our long term position is that leG should be
permined to purchase wire pairs that originate at a NID in a building and end at another
NID in the same building.

8) If you wish to subminhis infonnation on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non­
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER:

Nat required.

9) 'Wnere do you want this capabiliry depiJy~d?

A) Swes (Check as many as apply):
_____ Illinois
_____ Indiana
_____Michigan

X Ohio
_____ Wisconsin

• Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is reqUired for each state for which you wish to have Amerircch
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the slate included above (Please list area name):

#5414 3



This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

... .,)~ y - -, .. -.;. - - .. J

4

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
3,000 to 5,000 pairs
::',OO~) :: :~,OOO pairs

Estimate of dema.nd/units

At most. ICO would expect to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result oflCG's cut over of the pairs.

ANSWER:

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or other points of
interconnection or access where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Ameritech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

Location

Clc:vdand
Akron
Colu..rnbus

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

#5414

11) What are your pricing assumptions? In order to potentially obtain lower non-
recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or term comminnents you
are willing to make. Please provide any price/quantity forecast indicating one or more
desired pricing points (use additional sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

12) Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of this service request:

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.



ANSWER;

ANSWER:

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

:)

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virtual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costS incurred untill cancel
the request. .

S2.000 deposit per state included with request under LlJe
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall no!
c}tcc::ed this deposit for the: preliminary analysis during the first 30
days.

New service or capability that does not fit into any of the above
categories.

x

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for interconnection.

A.M:ERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

--- -- -I ... -_. __ to.;

None.

x

13) Please classify the regulatory nature of your request (Check One):

Absent provision for the above seIYice at a reasonable cost. 1CO \Ifill be'denied
access to its customers.

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? Why is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailabl~. how would i~ impair your ability to provide
your services?

#5414
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AM£R.ITECH BONA. i'IIllL UQUE~T fORM - ta Intoris:n Solution

6

Its: Vice President ofO~rations.Ohio

Dated: December S. 1997

IIS414

By submitting this request. except as provided. we agree to promptly ccunpennta
Ameritech for any costs it ~urs inpr~g this request. including costs of analyzing.
developing. provisioning, or pricing the request, untillhc Amcrltech BFRo Manager
receives our ~tten cancellation. We also agree to compensate AmeriteCh for such costs
in accordance with the an.aehed practice. ifwe. fail to autbLu:i2e A.meritech to pro.c::ea.d with
development within 30 days: ofreeeip~of tho 3Q..day notification. or we fail to order the
:service within .30 dZlys, In accordance with the: !l.!ulL product quocuion.
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#5412

ANSWER:

AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

216-377-3030
(Facslmlle Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

5525 CloverlcafPark-way
Valleyview, OR 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Contact Person)

12/5/91
(Datc of Request)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

lCG Telecom Group, Inc,
(Company Name)

Issue 2, February 1997

rCG's preference would be to use its own technicians to identify, test, select and
utilize these pairs. We would then notify Ameritech of the pairs used and you could
modify your records and commence billing. As an alternative. ICG is willing to pay

ICG wishes to purchase a product/service we are calling "NlD (Network Interface
Device) to NID Intra Building Connection", This would allow leG to access building
inside wire pairs in order to serve ICG customers in the building by connecting the
customers to leG electronics in the building. This product/service would only be
applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Ameritech has placed the NID
on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to the buiJding
riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and therefor, the
NID to NID connection is not required.

2) Description of the network interconnection capability, function, system, element
or feature, or combination requested (us.e additional sheets ofpaper to describe the
requested service, ifnecessary):

1) Requested By



hSc.lc: ~, r ..:uruai) 1 ~';J I

AJ.~SWER:

No.

2

See attached.

ANS\VER:

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Arneritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

rCG views this as nothing more than the purchase of wire pairs. This
product/service will originate at a NID within a multi story, multi tenant building and will
end at another NlD within the same building.

5) Is there c.ny"th.ing cus:cr71 cr s?e::I!:.l ,-bo~: t~e m:..~~e:- th:..t you \;~ould like th:s
feature, function or combination to oper.u2?

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
clements? If so, please explain the moditication or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORi"!

ANSWER:

ANS\VER:

Ameritech's standard time and material charges to have your technicians perform these
activities. .

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration ofhow you would like the
requ:s! to operate and interact with the network.

rCG is not requesting any specia.l feature or functionality.. We simply require.
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech asserts
ownership of the riser cable and asserts the legal right to control access to the wire pairs
in the inside building wire.

#5412



AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOIL\1

7) Please describe: the expected location life, ifa.pplicable, of this capability (Le.,
period of time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is a long tenn solution with an indefinite location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required and utilized through the life of our contract to serve
our customers in these types of buildings.

&) If you wish to submit this information on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non­
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identitY an
existing agreement that covers this trllnsaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER:

Not required.

9) W:"ere do you vran'!: this capability deployed?

A) States (Check as many as apply):
_____ Illinois
_____ Indiana
_____ Michigan

X Ohio
_____ Wisconsin

• Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separare BFR Form and> if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have Ameritech
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

1#5412 3
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ANSWER:

Estimate ofdemand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
3,000 to 5,000 pairs
2,000 to 4,000 pairs

Cleveland
Akron
Columbus
Dayton

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR.'t1

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or at-her points of
interconnection or access where this capability is desired:

Ameritech's; wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Amcrilech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

None:.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber linc", number ofumts to be ordered?

11 ) Wn... r ~ • • (f" • . ? I ."'''' t - •.'" . : .-, ~ .. , (" '..• - :. ..' .. ". - -. - .,ua.ar... yourpnclncassurnpaons. nora.... opv .... ~ .. cc.:_· __· •.~,_._J"~ .• l.~I.;·

recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or tenn commitments you
are willing to make. Plel!.:le provide c.ny price/quantity forecast indicating one or mor~
desired prici.rig points (use additional sheets if necessary).

Location

ANSWER:

ANSWER:

At most, ICG would expect to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result orICO's cut over of the pairs.

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

12) Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of this service request:

13) Please classify the regulatory nature ofyour request (Check One):



ANSWER:

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

Absent provision for the above service at a reasonable cost, leG \1;111 be denied
access to its customers.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virtual collocation in the request~d Ameritech
Central Office.

ISsue I., .I:' eoruary l.~':n

Request for a new network element.

New service or capability that does not fit into eny of the abovc
categories.

Request for interconnection.

5

Request for a combination of network elements.

No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until I cancel
the request.

S2,000 deposit per state included with request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs sha11not
exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the first 30
'days.

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

x

x

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? \Vhy is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would it impair your ability to provide
your services?

#5412



reG TELECOM GROUP7 INC.

6

Date: December 5, 1997

By=~~~.{/j_
Petu H. White

Its: Vice Pn;sidtmt of Qpep.tions, Ohio

il5412

By submitting this request. except as provided. we agree to promptly compen.sAlC
Ameritech (~r any costs it incurs in processing this request, including costs of analyzing~
developing, provisionin~ or pricing the request., wnil me Ameritech Bfa Ma.'1ager
receives our written cancellation. We Il1so acree (0 compensate ADwitech for such costs
in accordance with the attached practice. jfwe fail to a.uthori2e ~ritech to proceed with
development within 30 days of receipt aflhc 30-day noti.ftcndon. or we faU to order the
service within 30 dAys, in accordance with the fimsl product quotation.



ATTACHMENT TO #6



NID-NID INTRA
BLDG. PAmS

-

~ERITECH STANDARD UN BUN- NID
C.O. . DLED LOOP -..- --

NID -

NID

COPPER PAIRS NID 1\4
UF

-

NTD I CUSr.1
-

MUL T1 STORY /TENANT BLDG.

t54l2

RISER CABLE

NID

NID

1\,/ I cusr.]NID

I ~"
• NIO

,~

I NID

-! reG E~J~ 1\1ID

DESiRED NID-NID INTRA
BLDG. PAIRS



·4ff.f:@IX B
23SCC ~c:i:~wester:1 ;\'''1·
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.
December 18. 1997

Mr. Peter White
reG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Ciover1eafParkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. \Vnite,

.Juneritech received (via FAX) your Bona Fide Requests (BFRs) on December 5. 1997 for
what leO characterizes as a "NID (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra BuUding
Connection". Before Amentech can respond to leG's request Ameritech feels it
necessary to clarify certain ofICO's characterizations. First, the configuration and stams
Cfb,,:Hi!'lC' C",'->l,:o ~""r11'~,;"':", U·';·"1·'" e""-~~ rl,:l-li-·, 1-,~7.~:-,·· i- .;:::-:;.~~r-.~ ",,,,,": '},erAr-or"

.. ,..1..J. ~.:. ..o ···_ 4 __ .-_ .. .I. ~,..:. _ .. _ ;. __..,:,., ' _ _: ~ _..,~ ;; __ _..... \or

possible service configurations and rates at each location will differ. For that reason,
Ameritech cannot process your request as applicable to all locations. Rati-ler, Arneritech
understands that you are seeking service at. Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building and
will base its following response on that location.

Second,lCG uses the tenns "building cable" and "inside wire" interchangeably both in its
BFR and cover lener. Within the telecommunications industry, there are distinct
definitions for these term'. Building cable refers specifically to regula.ted. capitalized
outside plant cable, Account 2426. Intra-Building Cable, placed by Ameritech. which
extends within a building (on the Ameritech or network side ofthe Network Interface) all
the way to the Network Interface (often located on various floors in a multiple tenant
building) and is capitalized to Ameritech's regulated plant account per FCC and Ohio
regulations. Inside wire, on the other hand, refers specifically to wire placed on the
customer side of the Network Interface, owned and controlled by the building or
premises owner and placed by a vendor of the.owner's choice. As you can tell. these
tenns are not interchangeable and it is important to be accurate and precise when. using
them to describe a facility.

Third, Ameritech neither improperly "claims nor asserts" that it owns the building cable
as stated by leG in its responses to BFR questions 2.5 and 7. As discussed on



December 2. 1997 (AmeritechlICO Conference call referenced in lCO's cover letter to
the BFRs), Ameritech does own this cable. The cable ICG is requesting to access in
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building is building cable extending (within the building)
from the premises MDF located on the 2" floor to a Network Interface location on a
specific floor of this multi-tenant building. As such, this cable was placed by and is
oVtned and controlled by Ameritech. (And it is duly recorded in the appropriate Part 32
Account on Ameritech's books,). ICG's access to this cable would be access to
Ameritech's building cable and NID. not a NID to NID connection as described by lCG,
because the cable between the s:econd floor building ~1DF and the NID on each floor is
Ameritech's building cable not the building owner's inside wire.

Since there is no Network Interface on the second floor of the Terminal Tower Building,
for leG to make a NID to NID cormection as "requested" in its BFR, ICG would have to
e~'tend its outside plant cable through spare building riser conduit to the specific floor and
terminate that cable on an ICG provided NID which could then be connected to
Ameritech's NID on that floor for access to the customer's premises or inside wire. This
NID to NTD configuration is available, per the Ameritech/lCG Interconnection Contract,
without a BFR. Alternatively, ifICG were to extend its outside plant to the specific floor
of the building where it has customers, it could place its 0\\'11 intra-building cable in spare
building riser conduit and terminate it directly to the customer's premises without the
need to access Ameritech's NID.

In addition: as described earlier Ameritech is only able to respond to this type of BFR
based upon the circumstances at a single location where lCG provides specific
information about its desired facility configuration and not for to all multi-ten2J.-li:
. ,'Id' '.' .. CI- '''1 d Akr ('nl"~b - n,.l n·,··-···' ( ..·.~'"',1:··." r.',--·- : 1:.,.1QUI Ings 1.:.1. Ul... ...v" an, ,on, .OJ, ~,a U.:> 2,.. ..:. .,,',: ., .. :,: '" '.' .le" c..:'-.. .. c·_ ~ -'_: ,~ , ;"' •• ,---~:

by ICO's answer [0 question number 10 on the BFR form. Tnis is because t.'r)e type of
configuration, i.e., placement of the Network Interface. varies on a building-by-building
basis due to such factors as age of construction. building layout and modifications, plant
placement and upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in
regulation and the building owner's position with regard to the location of the Network
Interface and any attendant responsibility for tbe maintenance ofbuilding inside wire.

Based on the foregoing and the December 2, 1997 conference call, Ameritech will
consider leG's BFRs as a request for access to the bUliding cable portion of Ameritech's
outside plant in the Cleveland Terminal Tower Building and determine the cost of the
BFRs accordingly since this is the only specific location in which ICG has elCpressed an
interest. rfICG no longer requires the capability requested under its BFRs for the
Clevela::d Terminal Tov·:er Bul!ding, ple~e notify me in \\.'riti...'1g, indicating that lCG
does not require further processing of these BFRs.

For the reasons expressed above and per the AmeritecMCG Interconnection Agreements,
any requests for nCCC33 to building cable in additional buildings will require ICG 10

complete a BFR for each specific location. Each building location will require an on site
investigation to determine possible access points and feasibility ofbuilding cable access,



resulting In varying costs. In order to proviue Ica the capability to access Amcritcch"
building cable at a specific building location, any further BFRs should provide the
building address. number of pairs required and the specific building areas where leG
would like access to Ameritech', building cable pairs '0 as to minimize the work and cost
associated wiPt processing any BFR.

Also. Ameritech believes that there is little difference between the two BFRs submit:ted
by ICG and that the two BFRs are essentially requesting access to the same Ameritech
building cable facilities. For this reason a..'1d thc above discussion rege..rding ICG's
incorrect perceptions about the nature of Ameritech's building cable, Ameritech will
consider ICO's BFRs as a single request for access to Ameritech building cable at
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building.

With the modifications described above, your BFR will be considered complete. The
following dates have been assigned to the various stages for the processing ofyour
request:

Date Response Required
to Icg Telecom Group, Inc,

.'

Ack.'\Owledgme.nt of receipt ofyour
completed request (l0 business days)

Completion oflnitial Evaluation of
BFR (30 days)

Completion ofAny Additional Product
Development Vlork - IfRequired (90 days)

12119/97

01105/98

04/03/98

As per your discussion wit.'1 Neil Cox, Ameritech will endeavor to process your request
as quickly as possible.

Ifyou have any further questions or need to check status of your request, please feel free
to contact me at (248)443.9900 or by facsimile at (248)483-3738,

Sincerely,

oanne Mi~sig

Bona Fide Request Manager

cc: Quentin Patterson



APPENDIX C

DecauJxr 23s 1997

Ms. 1oa.t:m:e Mis:sig
Bent. FJCk: Reqa.cst )bmgt%

Ame.tittdl InfOrmation Industry Sc:ivi.a:s
BQomA.-~06

23500'NOrthwcstem Higbvny
Sonrbfield) Micbigm 48075

!
DearMs.~g:

This ktrer responds to your Jc::ttcr' ofDea:mbcr 18s 1997~ the :Bona.
FJdc ~uests (~B9,s') submitted by reG. It also ia.ccxpo:c;.tc:S me J:CSU1ts of a c::dl that I
had with you :md one ofyour OSP c:ngineas oa De:amber 18, 1997.

.As to your let:J:c:rs fiz:st po!nt, I bclim:! that afa:r oar coavcaation it is clcu tlw:
ICG is rna1c:ing 2,smertd reqw::st iOr ac:a:ss %%) abuilding c:a.bk'S; ICG's n::qncst is not limircd.
to ri2 Cl..."'V~T~:l'"fui To~"CT Building. lCG r:qWrcs the capabifu:y to be ablc= to 'tLSt:

wbuilQ'mg c.hlc" in all multi-tm2 Dt. mulrl-smry bmldjD~

As to your scco:1d poiatrcgzrding the distiDroO '" bc=t...,CC!l Abtri!di:lg cableR :mel
"imide wire lr

, reG is willing to \'IIOtk. with the disrinaion yon have made• .For the lttOrd,
me: distin....-oon you have drawn be[Wtal :rmra-BuildiDg Cable contained in Accomu: 24..26
and im.idc wire, formc:dy conojnec! in Aa:oWlt 244, has, as an. opa:ztioml m.ar::.c:r) bun all
bw:: oblltcrarcd by FCC decisions. These decisions 'Illow, indcx.d in many cases compe:1, the
dcmaratioa point to be pba:d 2t :l point where wirlng, fDanaUy conDincd in Aaounr.
2426 (what yon rdi::r to :as Irbui1dmg-ab1c&)is~) in csscna:, to aiostdc wirc lr by
~ ofnow bcmg Jocwx{ 0Z1 the: c:a:stomc: :aide: of med~~ 'a=l Ne:tWOd.:
Into::hcc.1 But if it ...vill :&ciEi;!t- ~~ in these ci.i.sca.ssioD.) leG is bppy to

accnmmodztc your nomenclature.

ABJmCOi.._' ,a~
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J

Ms. Joannt Missig
Dec:e:mber 23~ 1997
~2

As tc? your third point, ·that' Amcriw.h neither impmpaiy claim.snor~'
that it owns the building cable: the BFRsimpIy sutes that Amcrircxb Joa claim and 'USCrt

rhati: owns the baHcUag ab1.c:; the charactaizatiol1 tbatAmcrireeb -improperly& makt: this
uscrtion and claim is yows. In my ev-..n~ I think wt. will luve to 1.c::avc it to the lawyas and
regnlamrs to decide wlur. is proper Ol" improper.

You then go on to discuss two alt:am%trc:s: for ICG to ~d its netWork
through .s:paxc conduit to~ spc:cific floor and then ctmDe:ct Amrzitrxh's NID to an leG
NID or fOr 100 to extend irs onaide pImt to the 1pCri6c Boor of the bnildingwhere it bas
~sncn. Of cow:s::, iEICG punual c:iIhu oftbac:~ it would not necessu i2y
"pu:d .to U: the I.'boil<tinC c:ab1c" to which Amcritech is denying lCG aecc:ss or Amerio:c:h.'s
1.NlD. The pwpose of the B~'"R is 'OJ pin:accas ~ the -l,ui1diug able-., and while lCG is
~ ofyour suggestion o£a1temativcs, it:& ICGtc beliefthar the best cour.sc here is
to apedite the procasing of:tbc BFR..

As mentionecl abcwe~ lCG is making a baat requc:sr. iL., sa.bmitriog 2. general
BFR.. It is a. m:3t:b:r of indiffa:au:e.to lCG w+~ clmacta:izc tbt: p.."'Odnct lCG is
~ on the one Iw:Ld., AS ac:a:ss to • bnildiK c::ibh;. from 111 MOP to the Network
In:tcriice or, on the other hand, as aca:ss to -building cable- for a }\e.twark Interface
Device (·NIDI!) to NID ~on; this issue: need DOt daain rhJ= proc~ng ofICG's
:SFR.. leG is requatin.g:aaxss to Amaiteeh -bgiktio£ able: 1I frpm .AmaitI:d1 ls &buil.dinf;

Nl])1t to the:t\"1Ds 0.11 i.nc:lIridual floats; or from the Y..DF to the:: NlD OIl j,.,.-ji:vi.d.u2l floors;
or from wb2tcYa :etlili"anoc :mel/or CQrUlc:Wm poiw: Ameriw:h has for distn"'bution of
im outside plant to 111:::sui1d.iDg able- to me: NIDs CODc:a;nc:d on. t:h=~ or the wephone
dosas of bni1.di.ngs. Obvioasly, the: reqacst only ~lia where .Amcritcch in ftc! is
I

r.chiming or asse..-ti.cg- the: right to coutrol til.:: "bcilding cable-) ao.d docs Dot arise wha'e

~
bniJding owner has 2SSUIE1cd I'rcsponsiboJity for the mcinren;nce of lnti1Jling ir.siIU

• 12,n.
. !

The ttmaindcr of the substantive ciiscJssion ofyour kttc:r essentially rcitetate5
your Posu;on that the Bl-'"Rs submitted by leG ale goin~ to be: tre:at:ed as one BFR for it

puticu.br )0C2tion~~~I.cTczmuw TCJWIU. As. I mentioned ab~, I believe we
hz¥c clarified that lCG's l'eqnests an: to be tlcmd 2$. gcoenJized rcqaem for 2.CCe5S to

wbui1dio.g able ll where .Amcritech. cbims or asserts ownaship and!or the right to conuol
~ to du: 'buikling cable." .!

I

t
I have 2dded tile it::alici to this quOt2.tion from page 2 ofyour lmu. See note 1,

abov~.



ICG n::c:opf2es that it is ,Arn.riterbrs apt:ive in tamS ofAmerirrcb's camplmaCoe
wiIh the rime table set fOrth in your lcttr::r. leG, DOfIerhelcss, n:qa.eas cxpccUtion for the
BFBs so that we do not have to wait uUti1 Aprll to begin to ac:cess WbuildiDg able..•

".

In 1:his c:os:mectiaD, I re:irauc that thcEe are twa BFBs. One BPR is b' an
iDtaim solation wh.c:r:cb,. ICG 2sYjt:cscs an unbnnd1cd loop~ wbichICGp~ £i:om
Na.u=:h. at the -teehafally feasible point- of the •building NID. Ir or MDF~ or~
OI:lcridc pl:m:c is distrJ""buted to bu.ilding able. The other BrR. is for the produc:t dc:sai.bed
in dJis lettt:r.

&ally, CVCD. aswDin& tb.cR is some alDliqge upcct" to t«:rY bm1dipl'.
Amcd~ is cap;thle o£ deve1opinr; ·at:mdard~ n:cs. ~ average the costS bcDRCn
lm0d'" or Amaiu:ch can dc:w:Iop a taJi££~ aIlow:s !Jr w:dqac~ chatgc:s
aDd/ar eaables Amcrite:eh to decline: TO provide: accr.ss to buildiDg~ iffacilities do not
exist in the bnHding. .

-rL_'L __ -l... L..~ .L.. ..1..:_ If 'L.__
.A.~ you very~I~ your coaSlneaffi)n m UlMi J'Mt1:I:r. you...wt.V1: azy

qnesrions p1cue tt:cl. fi-ce to cxmDCT the uadenoisncd at (216) 377-304:0•

.A:BX/nw
0::: Quc:ctin Pan Q n 1



APPENDIX D
~1I1,,·.tJ6

2j:CQ NOlihweSI~m H·;-.y.
Scut~lil!.i. 1.111 45075

January 5, 1998

Mr. Peter White
lCO Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX &. US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

On December 18, 1997 Amcritec:h provided its written confirmation of receipt of'lCG's Bona
Fide Requests dated December 5, 1991 and Amcrnech's understanding ofthose BFRs based on
the information contained in the BFa forms and conversations with Ameritcch" ICG Account
Manager and other Ameritech personnel who participated in November 28 .md December 1,
1997 phone calls between our companies. Ameritcch's letter also provided the dates assigned to
the processing arICO's BFRs based on Ameritech's understanding of those requests as
submitted on December 5, 1997.

Since the December 18 letter there have been two substantive communications between our
companies, a t=1e:phonc conversation on December 19 and your letter of December 23, 1997.
Your letter of December 23 has left Ameritech confused with regard to just what leG is
requesting in its December 5, 1997 BFRs since it conflicts with our earlier conversations.

Furthermore, after discussing our telephone conversation ofDecember 19 and your latest letter
with some of the participants in the November 21 telephone call, I have been informed that the
same types ofaccess to Ar.1erit::ch'3 building cable thac we discussed on December 19 were also
discussed on November 28. Ameritech participates in conference calls n:garding aFR" in an
effort to chrify ~ach party's understanding ofthe request. However, the telephone conversations
belween our companies, both prior to and after receipt ofyour December 5 BFRs, have only
served to confuse Ameritec:h's understanding ofleG's requests especially since the types of
access to building cable discussed on our calls arc in direct conflict with both leO's BFR and its
December 23 letter.

During our December 19 phone c:onverution. rCG advucd Amcritcch the.t it wu making a
general request for access to Ameritech's building cable in Ohio not a request for access to
building cable only in Cleveland's Terminal Tower BUildi~g. At thal time. Ameritech reiterated



its position that it can only respond to ICO's type of request on a building/location spccific buis
because each location is unique. Also during our December 19 conversation, ICG advised
Ameritech that despite Ameritech's statement to the contrary in its December 18 letter that there
were two separate BFRs. one which ICG has described as an interim solution and another longer
term "solutio'it" ("long term BFR") we discussed on the phone and that is referenced in your
December 23, 1997 letter. In our December 19 telephone conversation you also indicted that
Ameritcch's December 18 letter did not capture the real nature ofICG's requests which you said
were difficult to explain in a letter and consequently went on to describe verbally.

Based on our December 19 telephone conversation, ICG indicated that its real request went far
beyond its request to use Ameritech's building cable pairs between the building MDF and the
Network Interface on individual floors, (as described in Ameritech's December 181etter and
confirmed in lCG's December 23 letter). Rather ICG stated that in addition to, or possibly in
lieu of such normal Access, it sought to gain access to Ameritech's building cable at any point
(on any floor) that a building cable pair passed. Nothing In your BrR or your De;cmbc::r 23
letter describes or contemplates this type of access.

Due to these conflicts, at this point in time, Ameritech can only respond to ICG based on the
statements made in writing by ICG (the December 5 BFRs and the December 23 letter). IfICG
wishes to pursue access to Ameritech's building cable at any point other than an existing C(OSS­

connection point (such as the building MDF), multiple points ofaccess to a single loop or access
to building cable in Ohio buildings other than Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building, per the
AmeritechlICG Interconnection Agreement, ICG will be required to submit additional BFRs.
Further, since any wir:~ located on the customer's side ofthe Network Interface is not owned or
controlled b}' Ameritech and any work Ameritech might perform on such wire is perfonned on
an unregulated basis, any ac;ess to or work on such wire is not covered as a part of Ameritech's
respon.s;; to rhLs 5;:Po•..

At this time, Ameritech also feels compelled to respond to certain allcglltions in your
December 23 letter.

Ameritech does not agree that there is any issue concerning its ownership and control of building
cable and Ameritech's position vis avis control of building cable in Cleveland's Terminal Tower
Building given FCC (Dockets 79-105 and 88-57) and PUCO decisions regarding inside wire
(lW). FCC decisions address the placement ofNetwork Interfaces for new consuuction or major
buUdlng renovation in multi-tenant buildings and allow for rearrangement ofexisting Network
Interfaces in multi-tenant buildings at the request and expense of the building owner.
Rearrangement/re-Iocation of multiplt Network Interfaces to a single point within a. multi-tenant
buildin~ transfers the responsibility for maintenance ofany wire between the Network Interface
location and individual tenant premises to the building O\Jr1ler.

In addition, in paragraph 6 (page 2) of your December 23 letter you indicate that it is a "matter of
indifference to leG whether you c;haraeterizc the product ICG is requesting, on the one hand, as
access to "building cable", from an MDF to the Network Interface Of, on the oth:r and. as access
to "building cable" for a Network Interface Device ("NID") to NID connection". Amerltech
continues to reiterate that there is a definite need to be precise in using these terms. In the first
instance, access to building cable from the building MDF to the Network Interface, the cable
referenced is building ci1blc which is owned by Amerit~chand the only Network Interface for
any specific loop is on the floor where the ultimate (end-user) customer is located. In the second



instance, if there were a Network Interface located where the outside plant cable enters the
building, all wire on the customer's side of the Network Interface would be inside wire and there
would be no reason for a BFR, as access to this inside wire would be controlled by the building
owner. Also the use ofthe term "NIO to NrO connection" has a specific meaning (FCC Docket
96-98 ParagraPh 396) which provides for the connection ofa carrier provided loop to a
customer's inside wire through a carrier provided NlD connected to Ameritech's NIC (which is
not located at the buHding MDF in Cleveland's Termina! Tower Building as consistently .
asserted by leG).

With respect to ICG's December 5, 1997 BFR that ICG designated as "interim", Ameritech is
still unable to see how accessing existing spare buildini cable pairs at the building MDF as
described in this BFR is any different than accessing existing spare building cable pairs in your
other BFR which ICG has described as '~ID (Network Interface Device) to NIC Intra Building
Connections", Our December 19 telephone conversation further confused this issue for
Amcritech. Thus, Ameritech does not believe that it has sumclent information to process this
·'interim" BFR as separate from leG's other BFR.

In response to ICG's lonl term BFR which requests the use of individual building cable pairs
from Ameritech, it is generally technically feasible for lCG to gain access to existing spare
building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. Access to Ameritch's existing
spare building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building may only be obtained at the
building MOl"' and would run to the specific Network Interface involved. However, such
individual pairs are not available for purchase by lCG, as Ameritech does not sell the individual
cable pairs from a larger cable. However, in appropriate circumstances, Ameritech will make
existing spare cable pa.irs available for use at cost based rates (including appropriate joint and
common costs).

In response to rCG's desi!'e for Ameritech to process it's December 5 BFR as a generic request
for access to building cable in all Ohio buildings, Amerltech can not accommodat: ICO's
request. For the reasons specified in Ameritech's December 18 letter, namely, c;because the type
of interface, Le., placement of the Network Interface, varies on a building~by-building basis due
to such factors as ale ofconstruction. building layout and modifications, plant placement and
upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in regulation and the
building owner's position with regard to the location of the Network Interface and any attendant
responsibility for the maintenance ofbuilding inside wire" and per the AmeritechlICG
Interconnection Agreement, requests for access to building cable in multiple buildings will
require ICG to complete a BFR for each specific location so that Ameritech may determine the
technical feasibility of ICG's request at that location and the cost to provide such requests if
technically feasible to do so. To minimize the work and cost associated with processing any
further BFRs, leG should provide the building address, number of pairs required and the specific
building areas where leG requires access to Ameri:ech's buildingcllble.

This letter represents the conclusion ofAmerltech's initial aS3CS3m~t oftc;chniC41 £CUibility for
lCO's long t~ml BFR. Arnerit:ch's costs to process this BFR, including on-site investigation of
the building cable layout at Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building by the local Outside Plant
Engineer and Ameritech personnel responsible for developing Ameritech's operating practices,
through today is $2,8 11.00.


